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precisely the same amount of justice as his opponents display in now assigning such discoveries to Newton, any one could equally well assign the geometry of Descartes to Apollonius, who, although he possessed the essential idea of the calculus, yet did not possess the calculus.
For this reason also the new discoveries that were made by the help of the differential calculus were hidden from the followers of Newton's method, nor could they produce anything of real value nor even avoid inaccuracies until they learned the calculus of Leibniz, as is found in the investigation of the catenary as made by David Gregory.52 But these contentious persons have dared to misuse the name of the English Royal Society, which body took pains to have it made known that no really definite decision was come to by them; and this is only what is worthy of their reputation for fair dealing, in that one of the two parties was not heard, indeed my friend himself did not know that the Royal Society had undertaken an inquiry into the matter. Else the names of those to whom it had entrusted the report would have been communicated to him,53 so that they might either be objected to, or equipped for their task. He indeed, astounded not by their arguments but by the fictions that pervaded their attack on his good faith, considered such things unworthy of a reply, knowing as he did that it would be useless to defend his case before those who were unacquainted with this subject (i. e., the great majority of readers) ; also feeling that those who were skilled in the matter under discussion would readily perceive the injustice of the charge.54 To this was added the reason that he was absent from home when these reports were circulated by his opponents, and returning home after an interval of two years and being occupied with other busi-
tiated once, and then worked upon the function thus obtained a second time in the same manner as in the first case. Barrow indeed considered only curves of continuous curvature, and the tangents to these curves; but Newton has the notation xt etc. But the idea had been used by Slusius in his Meso-labum (1659), where a general method of determining points of inflection is made to depend on finding the maximum and minimum values of the sub-tangent. Lastly, it can hardly be said that Leibniz's interpretation of // ever attained to the dignity of a double integral in his hands.
52 David Gregory is not the only sinner! Leibniz, using his calculus, makes a blunder over osculations, and will not stand being told about it; he simply repeats in answer that he is right (Rouse Ball's Short History).
58 The names of the committee were not even published with their report. In fact the complete list was not made public until De Morgan investigated the matter in 1852! For their names see De Morgan's Newton, p. 27.
54 What then made Leibniz change his mind?